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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is responsive to the Amendment filed 6/2 1/2006. 

2. Claims 1-2, 4-16, 18-19 and 21-57 are currently pending in this application. Claims 1, 
16, 28 and 43 are independent claims. In the Amendment filed 6/21/2006, claims 3, 17 and 20 
are cancelled and claims 1, 16, 28 and 43 are amended. This action is made Final. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

3. The claim amendment received on 6/21/2006. The changes are acknowledged and 
therefore, the 35 U.S.C. 1 12, 2 nd paragraph rejections made in a prior Office Action are 
withdrawn. 

Specification 

4. Claims 1 and 16 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for the 
claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01(o). Correction of the 
following is required: 

The use of the trademarks "Microsoft Access®" "Microsoft Word®" "Microsoft 
Excel®" (i.e., pg. 6) have been noted in this application. It should be capitalized wherever it 
appears and be accompanied by the generic terminology. 

Although the use of trademarks is permissible in patent applications, the proprietary 
nature of the marks should be respected and every effort made to prevent their use in any manner 
which might adversely affect their validity as trademarks. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 1-57 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. 6,701,514 
issued to Haswell et al. (hereafter Haswell). 

Regarding Claims 1, 28 and 43, Haswell discloses a computer-implemented method for 
generating a test plan document for governing adherence with project specifications, the method 
comprising: 

transferring the project specifications from a verification matrix 
database to a test plan database, as a communication between ReTA 
Component Test Workbook Plan-Prep and a database storing components 
(col. 14, Ins. 37-46; col. 73, Ins. 19-36 and 52-62; figs. 2 and 4); 
storing in a test plan database a plurality of verification activities for 
monitoring adherence with project specifications, as preparing test plan 
to meet user requirements (col. 59, Ins. 35-48; col. 73, Ins. 52-56); 
entering references to the project specifications into the tiest plan 
database, as reviewing user requirements (col. 59, Ins. 49-63; col. 73, Ins. 
20-22); 
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providing access to the test plan database to a plurality of users, as test 
administrators or developers get involved in testing (col. 52, Ins. 62-col. 
53, Ins. 6; col. 73, Ins. 56-61); 

updating the test plan database based on input from the plurality of 

users, as an example of updating the approved changes (col. 48, Ins. 60- 
col. 49, Ins. 5; col. 73, Ins. 20-29; col. 74, Ins. 16-35); and 
generating a test plan document by extracting at least one of the 
verification activities stored from the test plan database and listing at 
least one of the verification activities in the test plan document, as a 
development and a creation of test scripts/test scenarios and a system 
validation by following the test plan (col. 14, Ins. 47-49 and 54-58; col. 
53, Ins. 1-5; col. 59, Ins. 50-64; col. 73, Ins. 1-8). 
Claims 28 and 43 are also rejected based upon the same reasoning as Claim 1. 

Regarding Claims 2, 29 and 44, Haswell discloses the method wherein the test plan 
database is maintained by a database manager program (col. 49, Ins. 58-67). 

Claims 29 and 44 are also rejected based upon the same reasoning as Claim 2. 

Regarding Claims 4, 31 and 46, Haswell discloses the method further comprising 
associating the verification activities with at least one of the project specifications (col. 72, Ins. 
1-25; col. 73,1ns. 1-22). 

Claims 31 and 46 are also rejected based upon the same reasoning as Claim 4. 
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Regarding Claims 5, 18, 32 and 47, Haswell discloses the method wherein access to at 
least one secured verification activity is provided to a secured user (col. 64, Ins. 25-31; col. 73, 
Ins. 20-28; col. 93, Ins. 60-67; col. 94, Ins. 1-9). 

Claims 18, 32 and 47 are also rejected based upon the same reasoning as Claim 5. 

Regarding Claims 6, 19, 33 and 48, Haswell discloses the method wherein an 
administrator assigns the access of the secured user to the at least one secured verification 
activity (col. 64; Ins. 25-31; col. 177, Ins. 41-51; col. 78, Ins. 29-38, 64-67). 

Claims 19, 33 and 48 are also rejected based upon the same reasoning as Claim 6. 

Regarding Claims 7, 34 and 49, Haswell discloses the method further comprising 
providing a user-selectable attribute assignable to the verification activities (col. 37, Ins. 43-65; 
col. 73, Ins. 20-28). 

Claims 34 and 49 are also rejected based upon the same reasoning as Claim 7. 



Regarding Claims 8, 35 and 50, Hasweil discloses the method further comprising 
providing a predetermined range of values for the user-selectable attribute (col. 38, Ins. 10-59). 
Claims 35 and 50 are also rejected based upon the same reasoning as Claim 8. 
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Regarding Claims 9, 21, 36 and 51, Haswell discloses the method wherein the 
verification activities are accessible by specifying a desired value of the user-selectable attribute 
(col. 37, Ins. 43-65; col. 73, Ins. 20-28). 

Claims 21, 36 and 51 are also rejected based upon the same reasoning as Claim 9. 

Regarding Claims 10, 22, 37 and 52, Haswell discloses all the limitation of Claim 7, 
supra. Additionally, Haswell discloses: wherein the verification activities are sortable by the 
user-selectable attribute (col. 43, Ins. 58-col. 44, Ins. 10). 

Claims 22, 37 and 52 are also rejected based upon the same reasoning as Claim 10. 

Regarding Claims 1 1, 23, 38 and 53, Haswell discloses the method wherein the user- 
selectable attribute is a verification activity category (col. 37, Ins. 43-65). 

Claims 23, 38 and 53 are also rejected based upon the same reasoning as Claim 11. 

Regarding Claims 12, 24, 39 and 54, Haswell discloses the method wherein the input 
from the plurality of users includes one of changed text, revised text, removed text, inserted non- 
text media, revised non-text media, and removed non-text media (col. 16, Ins. 26-49; col. 50, Ins. 
33-43; fig. 9). 

Claims 24, 39 and 54 are also rejected based upon the same reasoning as Claim 12. 

Regarding Claims 13, 25, 40 and 55, Haswell discloses the method wherein the 
verification activities include at least one of verification activity identifier, a responsible party, a 
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measurement desired, a measurement standard, a date for initiation, a date for conclusion, and a 
verification activity description (col. 53, Ins. 7-26; col. 55, Ins. 1-9). 

Claims 25, 40 and 55 are also rejected based upon the same reasoning as Claim 13. 

Regarding Claims 14, 26, 41 and 56, Haswell discloses the method further comprising 
extracting subset test plans describing less than all of the verification activities (col. 14, Ins. 63- 
67; col. 15, Ins. 1-27 - Haswell discloses the test scenarios which contain a plurality of test 
components). 

Claims 26, 41 and 56 are also rejected based upon the same reasoning as Claim 14. 

Regarding Claims 15, 27, 42 and 57, Haswell discloses the method further comprising 
communicating the verification activities to a test tracking database (col. 51, Ins. 9-13, 24-31; 
col. 52, Ins. 60-67; col. 53, lns v 1-6). 

Claims 27, 42 and 57 are also rejected based upon the same reasoning as Claim 15. 

Regarding Claim 16, Haswell discloses a computer-implemented method for generating a 
test plan document for governing adherence with project specifications, the method comprising: 

coupling a verification matrix database to a test plan database, as a 
connection between 2 databases via source code repository (col. 75, Ins. 
64-col. 76, Ins. 14; figs. 41 & 42); 

transferring the project specifications from the verification matrix 
database to the test plan database, as a communication between ReTA 



Application/Control Number: 10/61 1 ,755 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2161 

Component Test Workbook Plan-Prep and a database storing components 
(col. 14, Ins. 37-46; col. 73, Ins. 19-36 and 52-62; figs. 2 and 4); 
storing in a test plan database a plurality of verification activities for 
monitoring adherence with project specifications, as preparing test plan 
to meet user requirements (col. 59, Ins. 35-48; col. 73, Ins. 52-56); 
entering references to the project specifications into the test plan 
database, as reviewing user requirements (col. 59, Ins. 49-63; col. 73, Ins. 
20-22); 

associating each of the verification activities with at least one of the 
project specifications, as the test plan is created based on user 
requirements and make changes accordingly (col. 72, Ins. 1-25; col. 73, 
Ins. 1-22); 

providing access to the test plan database to a plurality of users, as test 
administrators or developers get involved in testing (col. 52, Ins. 62-col. 
53, Ins. 6; col. 73, Ins. 56-61); 

providing a user-selectable attribute assignable to the verification 
activities, as user selecting user interface objects (col. 37, Ins. 43-65; col. 
73, Ins. 20-28); 

providing a predetermined range of values for the user-selectable 
attribute, as a user selecting user interface objects (col. 38, Ins. 10-59) 
receiving input from at least one of the plurality of users, the input 
being associated with at least one of the verification activities, as test 
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administrators or developers get involved in testing the test plan (col. 50, 
Ins. 33-43; col. 52, Ins. 62-col. 63, Ins. 6); 

updating the test plan database based on the input, as an example of 
updating the approved changes (col. 48, Ins. 60-col. 49, Ins. 5; col. 73, Ins. 
20-29; col. 74, Ins. 16-35); and 

generating a test plan document by extracting at least one of the 
verification activities stored from the test plan database and inserting 
at least one of the verification activities in the test plan document, as a 

development and a creation of test scripts/test scenarios and a system 
validation by following the test plan (col. 14, Ins. 47-49 and 54-58; col. 
53, Ins. 1-5; col. 59, Ins. 50-64; col. 73, Ins. 1-8). 

Regarding Claims 30 and 45, Haswell discloses the computer-readable medium wherein 
the project specifications are entered in to the test plan database by coupling a verification matrix 
database to the test plan database (Haswell: col. 172, Ins. 65-67; col. 173, Ins. 1-17). 

Claim 45 is also rejected based upon the same reasoning as Claim 30. 

Response to Arguments 
7. Applicant's arguments filed 6/21/2006 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argues that Haswell does not teach or suggest a "generating a test plan 
document y extracting listing at least one of the verification activities stored from the test plan 
database and listing the at least one of the verification activities in the test plan document". 
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However, the Examiner disagrees. Haswell discloses in col. 53, Ins. 1-5 that the "test 
administrators creates" the test plan. Haswell continues to disclose in col. 73, Ins. 1-8 that 
"process to test the application and its individual components for functional and technical 
validation". Thus, Haswell discloses what has been claimed and therefore reads on the 
applicant's broadly recited claimed limitations. 

In response to applicant's argument that the "cited reference teaches a divergent process 
that is qualitatively different from what is recited in the claims", the Examiner disagrees. 
Haswell teaches the system of generating a test plan document and utilizing it by different users 
to test the system. Therefore, Haswell teaches the argument (i.e., divergent process that is 
qualitatively different) on which applicant relies is not in the claims. It should be noted it is 
claims that define the claimed invention, and it is the claims, not the specification, that are 
anticipated or unpatentable. 

Again, in response to applicant's arguments regarding "test scripts" and "generating a test 
plan document", the Examiner suggests reading the claim limitation as stated in the rejection 
regarding claims 1, 16, 28 and 43. 

Applicant argues that "Office Action cites no support in the cited reference" for claim 10. 
However, as stated in the rejection, Haswell disclose in col. 43, Ins. 58-col. 44, Ins. 10, "The 
AFUIList view captures the values and updates the state of the list box to reflect the user 
choice". 
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Conclusion 

8. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Monica M. Pyo whose telephone number is 571-272-8192. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 6:30 - 3:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey Gaffin can be reached on 571-272-4146. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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